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Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are being filed 
with this request. 



This request is being filed with a notice of appeal. 



The review is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s). 
Note: No more than five (5) pages may be provided. 
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REASONS IN SUPPORT OF 
PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

(SERIAL NO. 09/825,269) 

Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner's continued refusal of the claims 
of Applicant's invention in view of the Gerace published patent application ("Gerace") is 
incorrect. The Examiner acknowledges that Gerace does not teach of the user personally 
assisting in the creation of his or her user profile by knowingly inputting the information. 
The Examiner also acknowledges that the user of the Gerace invention is unaware that 
the information is used to create a customized interface for the user profile. Gerace is 
basically a "cookies" invention. The teaching of Gerace is centered around the use of 
"cookies" to obtain the information. The Examiner's position stating that it would be 
obvious to have users input their personal information clearly destroys the entire teaching 
of the Gerace invention as it would eliminate the need for the use of "cookies" to create 
the Gerace customized interface. If the Gerace invention maintained its use of "cookies," 
then it would be redundant to have the user enter profile information, which could also 
contradict the information contained from the "cookies." There is absolutely no teaching, 
suggestion or motivation in Gerace for the Examiner's significant modification to the 
fundamental basis of the Gerace patent. For this reason, as well as others, Applicant 
respectfully does not believe that Applicant's invention is obvious in view of Gerace and 
asks that the rejection be withdrawn. All other issues in the Office Action can be handled 
by an After Final Amendment. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Daniel S. Polley, Reg. No. 34,902 
Daniel S. Polley, P.A. 
1215 East Broward Boulevard 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 
(954) 234-2417 
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